; Brewer, of Mont
Chambers,
Cover,
Cunningham,
Ford,

Franklin,

So the question was decxded in the a

: N icolai ,

L]

615

. Lee, -

|

|

o

Janv1 ry,
u,

Longwell,
McCormick,
Morris,

Spates,

Starr,
Stoddert,
Syester, |
Watkms of M,
: -—31;

ﬂirmatne

And the decision of the Chair stood as the judgment of the

Conventxon

The question then recurring upon the amendment submit-
ted by Mr. Watkins, 6f Montaomery, to Section 24,

nays.

The demand being sustained,

Mr. Watkins, of Montgomery, demanded the yeas and

The yeas and nays were called and appeared as follows :

Messrs.
Austin,
Bell,
Bennett
Bradley,
Brewer, of Mont.
Chambers
Cosgrove,
Cover,
Cunningham,
Evans,
Farnandis,
Franklin, .

.

Messrs.
.Carmichael, Pr t.
Alvey,

Brooke,

Brown, . 5
Buchanhn, S
Carter, .
Devries, =~
Dobbin,
Dorsey,

Se- the at

AFFIRMATIVE.
Galt,

- G—lddlngs

Goldsborough, D
Hall, ‘
Hammond !
Hodson,
HollydayJ L
Howard,
Janvier,
Lee, -
Longwell, S
McCormick,
Morris,

- Nuearive.
Finley,

Ford,
Gill

Goldsbérough, T,

Hayden,

Horsey, of Fred.

HOW1son
J ones .

‘ Keatmg, ‘k

Mackubm,

'_Af'en'dment was adepted r'*'

" Motter,

N 1cola1

Parker,

Parran, Chas. S.

Pole,

Roman,

Silver,

Spates

Starr,

Stoddert

Vansant

Watkms of M
—37.

Marbury,
McMaster,
Merrick,
Nelson,
Page,
R1tch1e
byester

, Wa,lsh

Weﬁhered -
chkes-—‘zg. .

Mr. Carter submitted the followmg amendment



